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SUPREME COURT MINUTES
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 17, 2012
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

S062180 PEOPLE v. VALDEZ
(RICHARD)
Rehearing denied

S077033 PEOPLE v. DUENAS
(ENRIQUE PARRA)
Rehearing denied

S204582 H036162 Sixth Appellate District LIRA (JOHNNY) ON H.C.
Petition for review granted
Votes: Cantil-Sakauye, C. J., Kennard, Baxter, Werdegar, Chin, Corrigan, and Liu, JJ.

S204804 PEABODY (SUSAN J.) v.
TIME WARNER CABLE, INC.

Request for certification granted

The court grants the request, made pursuant to California Rules of Court, rule 8.548, for this court

to decide questions of California law presented in a matter pending in the United States Court of

Appeals for the Ninth Circuit. Pursuant to rule 8.548(f)(5) of the California Rules of Court, this

court restates the question as follows: “May an employer, consistent with California’s

compensation requirements, allocate an employee’s commission payments to the pay periods for

which they were earned?”

For the purposes of briefing and oral argument, plaintiff Susan Peabody is deemed the petitioner

in this court. (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.520(a)(6).)

Votes: Cantil-Sakauye, C. J., Baxter, Werdegar, Chin, Corrigan, and Liu, JJ.

S205057 D059794 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 BATIE (JOHN L.) ON H.C.
Petition for review granted
Votes: Cantil-Sakauye, C. J., Kennard, Baxter, Werdegar, Chin, Corrigan, and Liu, JJ.
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S203939 A131412/A131413/A132423/A132424
First Appellate District, Div. 3 HAYWARD, CITY OF v.

TRUSTEES OF THE
CALIFORNIA STATE
UNIVERSITY

Petition for review granted; briefing deferred

The petition for review is granted.

Further action in this matter is deferred pending consideration and disposition of a related issue in

City of San Diego v. Board of Trustees of the California State University, S199557 (see Cal. Rules

of Court, rule 8.512(d)(2)), or pending further order of the court. Submission of additional

briefing, pursuant to California Rules of Court, rule 8.520, is deferred pending further order of the

court.

Votes: Cantil-Sakauye, C. J., Kennard, Baxter, Werdegar, Chin, Corrigan, and Liu, JJ.

S197655 SCOTT, JR., (MICHAEL
EUGENE) ON H.C.

Order to show cause issued, returnable in Superior Court

The Secretary of the Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation is ordered to show cause

returnable before the Los Angeles County Superior Court, when the matter is placed on calendar,

why petitioner is not entitled to the constructive filing of his Notice of Appeal and Request for

Certificate of Probable Cause in case number BA359979. (See concession by the Attorney

General in informal response, pp. 7-8, filed in this court on July 18, 2012; In re Jordan (1992) 4

Cal.4th 116.) The return is to be filed on or before November 16, 2012.

Votes: Cantil-Sakauye, C. J., Kennard, Baxter, Werdegar, Chin, Corrigan, and Liu, JJ.

S205468 A136014 First Appellate District, Div. 4 FEDERATED UNIVERSITY
POLICE OFFICERS
ASSOCIATION v. S.C. (LOS
ANGELES TIMES
COMMUNICATIONS LLC)

Petition for review granted; transferred to Court of Appeal, First Appellate District, Division

Four, with directions to issue an order to show cause

The petition for review is granted.

The matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, First Appellate District, Division Four, with

directions to vacate its order denying the petition for writ of mandate and to issue an order

directing respondent superior court to show cause why the relief sought in the petition should not

be granted.

The stay ordered by this court on September 21, 2012, of all proceedings in Alameda County

Superior Court, case no. RG12-632350, entitled Los Angeles Times Communications, LLC, and

the McClatchy Company dba The Sacramento Bee v. University of California, Board of Regents,

et al., including but not limited to the June 26, 2012, order directing the Regents to disclose the
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unredacted report, including the names of police officers identified in the report, remains in effect
pending further order of the Court of Appeal.
Votes: Cantil-Sakauye, C. J., Kennard, Baxter, Corrigan, and Liu, JJ.

5192529 E048982 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. MOORE (STEVEN
BURNICE)

Dismissed and remanded to Court of Appeal, Fourth Appellate District, Division Two

This case was granted and held for decision in People v. Aranda (2012) 55 Cal.4th 342, which is

now final. This matter is dismissed.

Votes: Cantil-Sakauye, C. J., Kennard, Baxter, Werdegar, Chin, Corrigan, and Liu, JJ.

5192558 B220528 Second Appellate District, Div. 4 PEOPLE v. RAMIREZ (JOSE
ALFREDO)

Transferred to Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District, Division Four, after hold

The cause in People v. Ramirez (2011) 193 Cal.App.4th 613, is transferred to the Court of Appeal,

Second Appellate District, Division Four, with directions to vacate its decision and to reconsider

it in light of People v. Caballero (2012) 55 Cal.4th 262.

Votes: Cantil-Sakauye, C. J., Kennard, Baxter, Werdegar, Chin, Corrigan, and Liu, JJ.

S194643 G042873 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 3 PEOPLE v. NUNEZ
(ANTONIO DE JESUS)

Dismissal order filed

Review in the following matters is dismissed in light of our holding in People v. Caballero (2012)

55 Cal.4th 262.

Votes: Cantil-Sakauye, C. J., Kennard, Baxter, Werdegar, Chin, Corrigan, and Liu, JJ.

S194841 G040625 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 3 PEOPLE v. J.1.A.

Transferred to Court of Appeal, Fourth Appellate District, Division Three, after hold

The cause in People v. J.I1.LA. (2011) 196 Cal.App.4th 393, is transferred to the Court of Appeal,
Fourth Appellate District, Division Three, with directions to vacate its decision and to reconsider
it in light of People v. Caballero (2012) 55 Cal.4th 262.

Votes: Cantil-Sakauye, C. J., Kennard, Baxter, Werdegar, Chin, Corrigan, and Liu, JJ.
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S196916 E049333 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. MUNIZ (ROMAN
VALENTINO)

Dismissed and remanded to Court of Appeal, Fourth Appellate District, Division Two

This case was granted and held for decision in People v. Aranda (2012) 55 Cal.4th 342, and

People v. Brown (2012) 54 Cal.4th 314, which are now final. This matter is dismissed.

Votes: Cantil-Sakauye, C. J., Kennard, Baxter, Werdegar, Chin, Corrigan, and Liu, JJ.

S200237 C062075/C062512 Third Appellate District PEOPLE v. KIDD (JORDAN
ISIAH)

Dismissed and remanded to Court of Appeal, Third Appellate District

Review in the above-entitled matter is dismissed in light of our holding in People v. Caballero

(2012) 55 Cal.4th 262,

Votes: Cantil-Sakauye, C. J., Kennard, Baxter, Werdegar, Chin, Corrigan, and Liu, JJ.

S201479 HO034647 Sixth Appellate District PEOPLE v. ROUSE (BRUCE
ALLEN)

Dismissal order filed

Review in the above-entitled matter is dismissed in light of our holding in People v. Villatoro

(2012) 54 Cal.4th 1152.

Votes: Cantil-Sakauye, C. J., Kennard, Baxter, Werdegar, Chin, Corrigan, and Liu, JJ.

S191713 HOELSCHER (LOREN
JAMES) ON H.C.

Petition stricken (case closed)

The petition for writ of habeas corpus filed by petitioner on March 23, 2011, is hereby ordered

stricken.

S204394 B231493 Second Appellate District, Div. 5 PEOPLE v. HERNANDEZ
(JOSE)
Petition for review denied

S204449 A126076 First Appellate District, Div. 3 PEOPLE v. GUERRA

(ABRAHAM)
Petition for review denied

S204451 B218637 Second Appellate District, Div. 7 SANCHEZ (BRYAN) ON H.C.
Petition for review denied
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S204511 B224508 Second Appellate District, Div. 6

Petition for review denied

S204515 B232021 Second Appellate District, Div. 2

Petition for review denied

S204540 G046142 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 3
Petition for review denied

S204548 C067630 Third Appellate District

Petition for review denied

S204559 G044560 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 3

Petition for review denied

S204563 E053727 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2

Petition for review denied

S204570 B235086 Second Appellate District, Div. 6

Petition for review denied

S204647 A132989 First Appellate District, Div. 1

Petition for review denied

S204675 H035968 Sixth Appellate District

Petitions for review denied

1803

PEOPLE v.
WOLLSCHLAGER (ROSS)

PEOPLE v. MAILOTO
(WILLIAM JONATHAN)

TAPIA (ALEX) ON H.C.

FAIT (DONNA) v. NEW FAZE
DEVELOPMENT, INC.

PEOPLE v. OROZCO
(OSVALDO)

RASHEED (SOFIA) v.
BANNING UNIFIED SCHOOL
DISTRICT

WOLLSCHLAGER (ROSS)
ON H.C.

PEOPLE v. STAFFORD
(DARRELL)

TAT CAPITAL PARTNERS,
LTD. v. FELDMAN (DAVID)
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S204725 B230381 Second Appellate District, Div. 7 PEOPLE v. HORTON
(MICHAEL J.)
Petition for review denied

S204743 E052215 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. RANSOM

(TYWAN RENE)
Petition for review denied

S204767 E052750 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. HUSSEY
(WILLIAM THOMAS)
Petition for review denied

S204769 D059741 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 PEOPLE v. ARROYO

(WILLIAM FRANCIS)
Petition for review denied

S204776 D058994 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 PEOPLE v. NAVARRO

(ANTHONY PAUL)
Petition for review denied

S204787 B231684 Second Appellate District, Div. 3 CIFUENTES (CARLOS) v.
COSTCO WHOLESALE
CORPORATION

Petition for review denied

Kennard, J., was recused and did not participate.

S204788 E053559 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. MARTINEZ

(LUCIA JANET)
The petition for review is denied without prejudice to any relief to which defendant might be
entitled after this court decides People v. Bryant, S196365.

S204811 A130047 First Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. REGO (TARVEY)
Petition for review denied
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S204812 B243019 Second Appellate District, Div. 7

Petition for review denied

S204846 B230113 Second Appellate District, Div. 8
Petition for review denied

S204866 A129724 First Appellate District, Div. 1

Petition for review denied

S204868 E052897 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2

Petition for review denied

S204913 B227390 Second Appellate District, Div. 1

Petition for review denied

S204914 D058184 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1

Petition for review denied

S204924 B230189 Second Appellate District, Div. 6

Petition for review denied

S204926 D058174 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1

Petition for review denied

S204951 B243175 Second Appellate District, Div. 1

Petition for review denied

1805

DAVIS (RICHARD DEAN) ON

H.C.

PEOPLE v. JENKINS (JASON)

PEOPLE v. NISHI (CHARLES
BYON)

PEOPLE v. CATAROJA
(RODELIO LIMPO)

CHU (JEFFREY) v.
SHANKAR (ARVIND)

PEOPLE v. SOLORZA (JOSE
ALFREDO)

PEOPLE v. JAMES (DANNY
JARED)

PEOPLE v. McLEOD
(KELLY)

DELGADOPLATERO
(OSCAR) v. S.C. (PEOPLE)
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S204960 B235056 Second Appellate District, Div. 6

Petition for review denied

S204962 B233864 Second Appellate District, Div. 5

Petition for review denied

S204964 B240316 Second Appellate District, Div. 6
Petition for review denied

S204969 B229731 Second Appellate District, Div. 2

Petition for review denied

S205000 D058760 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1

Petition for review denied

S205086 B242159 Second Appellate District, Div. 3

Petition for review denied

S205094 A130819 First Appellate District, Div. 1

Petition for review denied

S205095 F061768 Fifth Appellate District

Petition for review denied

1806

PEOPLE v. WRIGHT
(PHILLIP L.)

PEOPLE v. HUEZO (JUAN
CARLOS)

WRIGHT (PHILLIP) ON H.C.

PEOPLE v. FERGUSON
(REGINALD DENNISON)

RUSK (JAMES F.) v. TIMM
(RICK)

TRZ REALTY, INC., F/K/A/
TRIZEC REALTY LLC . S.C.
(HUIZAR)

KIFLE-THOMPSON (ASTER)
v. STATE BOARD OF
CHIROPRACTIC
EXAMINERS

PEOPLE v. HARRIS (KIRK
TREMAINE)
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S205125 G045436 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 3

Petition for review denied

S205132 E053383 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2

Petition for review denied

S205136 C069623 Third Appellate District
Petition for review denied

S205165 HO036735 Sixth Appellate District

Petition for review denied

S205193 C069180 Third Appellate District

Petition for review denied

S205225 C063650 Third Appellate District

Petition for review denied

S205226 A136354 First Appellate District, Div. 4

Petition for review denied
Werdegar, J., was recused and did not participate.

S205244 B234556 Second Appellate District, Div. 7

Petition for review denied

1807

PEOPLE v. OLIC (MILORAD
TEODOR)

PEOPLE v. OLANDER
(BRANDON MILTON)

IN RE C.H.

ONKVISIT (SAK) v.
TRUSTEES OF THE
CALIFORNIA STATE
UNIVERSITY

PEOPLE v. JOHNSON
(MICHAEL ODIS)

PEOPLE v.
CARRILLO-GARCIA
(REYES)

WEAVER (BRITTNEY),
ESTATE OF

PEOPLE v. SANDOVAL
(RAFAEL VICENTE)
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S205245 C066655 Third Appellate District

Petition for review denied

S205247 HO036587 Sixth Appellate District

Petition for review denied

S205248 B233874 Second Appellate District, Div. 4

Petition for review denied

S205250 A136382 First Appellate District, Div. 1

Petition for review denied

S205252 B233675 Second Appellate District, Div. 6

Petition for review denied

S205253 A136233 First Appellate District, Div. 1

Petition for review denied

S205264 F062048 Fifth Appellate District

Petition for review denied

S205279 A132328 First Appellate District, Div. 1

Petition for review denied

1808

PEOPLE v. RAMIREZ (JOSE
GUADALUPE)

PEOPLE v. NEWELL (GARY
TIMOTHY)

PEOPLE v. WRIGHT
(LEVITIUS DANIEL)

WILKINS (KEENAN) v. S.C.
(PEOPLE)

PAGALING (TERESA &
REGINALD S.), MARRIAGE
OF

WILKINS (KEENAN) v. S.C.
(PEOPLE)

PEOPLE v. MENDOZA (ABEL
JULIO)

WRI GOLDEN STATE LLC v.
LIU (MICHAEL)
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S205281 F062640 Fifth Appellate District

Petition for review denied

S205284 D059080 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1
Petition for review denied

S205288 B230281 Second Appellate District, Div. 5
Petition for review denied

S205289 E053441 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2

Petition for review denied

S205292 B233420 Second Appellate District, Div. 3

Petition for review denied

S205293 HO037067 Sixth Appellate District

Petition for review denied

S205296 B234152 Second Appellate District, Div. 7

Petition for review & depublication request(s) denied

S205310 B241749 Second Appellate District, Div. 8

Petition for review denied

S205333 E053328 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2

Petition for review denied

1809

PEOPLE v. ESTRADA

(ANDREW)

PEOPLE v. CHILDS (TONY)

PEOPLE v. CHANG (CHAE)

PEOPLE v. HERNANDEZ
(SERGIO LOPEZ)

PEOPLE v. SMITH (KEENAN
KEITH)

PEOPLE v. McNUTT (BRIAN
KEITH)

RICKLEY (REBECCA A.) V.
GOODFRIEND (MARVIN)

WHITE (JENNIFER MARIE)
V. S.C. (BARKUS)

PEOPLE v. MAHLE
(JEFFREY ALLEN)
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S205339 A133468 First Appellate District, Div. 3
Petition for review denied

S205342 H037203 Sixth Appellate District

Petition for review denied

S205344 B233489 Second Appellate District, Div. 5

Petition for review denied

S205347 B236273 Second Appellate District, Div. 7

Petition for review denied

S205351 F063186 Fifth Appellate District

Petition for review denied

S205353 A132302 First Appellate District, Div. 2

Petition for review denied

S205354 B232350 Second Appellate District, Div. 4

Petition for review denied

S205355 A136231 First Appellate District, Div. 1

Petition for review denied

S205358 B233093 Second Appellate District, Div. 8

Petition for review denied

1810

INRED.T.

HIRAMANEK (KAMAL &
ADIL), MARRIAGE OF

PEOPLE v. BALAGOT
(VERGIL)

PEOPLE v. GRIFFITH
(DAVON CAREY)

PEOPLE v. FOSTER (DANIEL

R.)

TOLENTINO (MANOLO
ABUNDO) ON H.C.

PEOPLE v. AMIRANT
(RYAN)

WILKINS (KEENAN) v. S.C.
(PEOPLE)

HADLEY (ANTHONY) v.
COCHRAN FIRM
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S205360 C064723 Third Appellate District
Petition for review denied

S205361 E054317 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2

Petition for review denied

S205365 G045038 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 3

Petition for review denied

S205366 H036183 Sixth Appellate District

Petition for review denied

S205368 D060773 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1

1811

IN RE VERONICAE.

PEOPLE v. DILLON
(PATRICK MARK)

PEOPLE v. FLORES (OMAR
ALEJANDRO HERNANDEZ)

PEOPLE v. RUIZ
(FREDERICK)

PEOPLE v. LE (YEN NTOC)

The petition for review is denied without prejudice to any relief to which defendant might be
entitled after this court decides People v. McCullough, $192513.

S205378 B225946 Second Appellate District, Div. 7

Petition for review denied

S205383 G044228 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 3

Petition for review denied

S205385 B233523 Second Appellate District, Div. 2

Petition for review denied

S205389 B234956 Second Appellate District, Div. 4
Petition for review denied

LYNN (LAURA & TIMOTHY
MATHEW PETER),
MARRIAGE OF

PEOPLE v. DALTON (DRAKE
ERIC)

PEOPLE v. WARREN (LYN
DeANDRE)

IN RE M.S.
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S205396 B231614 Second Appellate District, Div. 4 PEOPLE v. MACK
(MISHIANAND LAVA)
Petition for review denied

S205397 A131631 First Appellate District, Div. 4 PEOPLE v. GONZALEZ

(JOSE DE JESUS PEREZ)
Petition for review denied

S205783 B226679 Second Appellate District, Div. 4 STASZ (SHANEL) v. NEJAT
(ALBERT)

The motion of K&L Gates LLP, Richard P. Crane, Ronald W. Stevens and Suzanne Henry to

Strike the Petition for Review and for Legal Fees is Denied. The application of K&L Gates LLP,

Richard P. Crane, Ronald W. Stevens and Suzanne Henry to seal the petition for review pending

resolution of the motion to strike is denied.

The petition for review is denied.

S194146 LAW (RONNIE) ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S201139 NELSON (DENNIS) ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S201576 BADUE (STEVE) ON H.C.
The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See In re Miller (1941) 17 Cal.2d 734, 735.)

S202285 DUSTIN (DOUGLAS) ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S202540 HIGNITE (ANTHONY F.) ON
H.C.
The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See In re Robbins (1998) 18 Cal.4th 770, 780.)

S202595 JIMENEZ (OSCAR) ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied
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S202864 ALEXANDER (RICKEY) ON
H.C.

The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See People v. Duvall (1995) 9 Cal.4th 464, 474;

In re Miller (1941) 17 Cal.2d 734, 735.)

S203305 WILLIAMS (MICHAEL) ON
H.C.
The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See In re Dexter (1979) 25 Cal.3d 921, 925.)

S203532 RIVAS (RENE GARIBAY) ON
H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S203762 BROWN (KAREEM) ON H.C.
The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See In re Robbins (1998) 18 Cal.4th 770, 780;
In re Clark (1993) 5 Cal.4th 750, 767-769.)

S203795 NUESTRO (MICHAEL
DIOKNO) ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S203918 TELLEZ (ERNESTO) ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S203953 PEYTON (RAYMOND E.) ON
H.C.

The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See In re Robbins (1998) 18 Cal.4th 770, 780;

In re Clark (1993) 5 Cal.4th 750, 767-769; In re Miller (1941) 17 Cal.2d 734, 735.)

S203954 COMER (JESSIE LEROI) ON
H.C.

The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See People v. Duvall (1995) 9 Cal.4th 464, 474;

In re Dixon (1953) 41 Cal.2d 756, 759; In re Swain (1949) 34 Cal.2d 300, 304.)
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S203955 VILLA (JESSE) ON H.C.
The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See In re Robbins (1998) 18 Cal.4th 770, 780.)

S203960 RAMIREZ (GUILLERMO) ON
H.C.

The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See People v. Duvall (1995) 9 Cal.4th 464, 474;

In re Clark (1993) 5 Cal.4th 750, 767-769.)

S203961 NORMAN (MICHAEL B.) ON
H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S203965 LOPEZ (MANUEL
ALEJANDRO) ON H.C.

The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See In re Robbins (1998) 18 Cal.4th 770, 780;

In re Dixon (1953) 41 Cal.2d 756, 759.)

S203967 BARILLAS (ERWIN) ON H.C.
The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See In re Robbins (1998) 18 Cal.4th 770, 780;
In re Clark (1993) 5 Cal.4th 750, 767-769; In re Dixon (1953) 41 Cal.2d 756, 759.)

S203970 CARRILLO (GEORGE
VINCENT) ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S203973 MOUSER (ROBERT) ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S203974 STILLWELL (DENNIS NEIL)
ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S203976 DURAN (MARLO DUKE) ON
H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied



SAN FRANCISCO OCTOBER 17, 2012 1815

S203977 CLAROS (LEANDRO) ON
H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S203978 GUTIERREZ (MARCO) ON
H.C.

The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See In re Robbins (1998) 18 Cal.4th 770, 780;

In re Clark (1993) 5 Cal.4th 750, 767-769; In re Waltreus (1965) 62 Cal.2d 218, 225.)

S203979 MARTINEZ (RANDALL) ON
H.C.
The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See In re Waltreus (1965) 62 Cal.2d 218, 225.)

S203980 RAMIREZ, JR., (RAYMOND)
ON H.C.

The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See In re Robbins (1998) 18 Cal.4th 770, 780;

In re Clark (1993) 5 Cal.4th 750, 767-769; In re Waltreus (1965) 62 Cal.2d 218, 225.)

S203983 LaVERGNE, JR.,
(HARRISON) ON H.C.

The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See People v. Duvall (1995) 9 Cal.4th 464, 474;

In re Dixon (1953) 41 Cal.2d 756, 759; In re Swain (1949) 34 Cal.2d 300, 304.)

S203996 LYONS (WILLIE CARL) ON
H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S204130 GOMEZ (LOUIS) ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S204133 DAVIS, SR., (CHARLES
BERNARD) ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied
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S204135 MAGENO (JOSEPH) ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S204138 LAWRENCE (WILLIAM
CARL) ON H.C.

The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See In re Robbins (1998) 18 Cal.4th 770, 780;

In re Dixon (1953) 41 Cal.2d 756, 759.)

S204155 RIVERA (DAVID) ON H.C.
The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See In re Robbins (1998) 18 Cal.4th 770, 780;
In re Clark (1993) 5 Cal.4th 750, 767-769; In re Dixon (1953) 41 Cal.2d 756, 759.)

S204228 BETTENCOURT (ROGER)
ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S204235 EDELEN (BOBBIE) ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S204252 OLIVER (ROBERT JOHN)
ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S204262 WILLIS, JR., (LEROY) ON
H.C.

The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See People v. Duvall (1995) 9 Cal.4th 464, 474;

In re Swain (1949) 34 Cal.2d 300, 304.)

S204268 CARROLL Il (JAMES E.) ON
H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied
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S204296 PEARCE (DAVID RONALD)
ON H.C.

The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See People v. Duvall (1995) 9 Cal.4th 464, 474;

In re Dixon (1953) 41 Cal.2d 756, 759; In re Swain (1949) 34 Cal.2d 300, 304.)

S204300 LOZA (ADAM) ON H.C.
The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See In re Clark (1993) 5 Cal.4th 750, 767-769.)

S204301 DAVIS (JONATHAN
GREGORY) ON H.C.

The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See People v. Duvall (1995) 9 Cal.4th 464, 474;

In re Dexter (1979) 25 Cal.3d 921, 925-926.)

S204314 EDGAR, JR., (MICHAEL
JAMES) ON H.C.

The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See People v. Duvall (1995) 9 Cal.4th 464, 474,

In re Dixon (1953) 41 Cal.2d 756, 759; In re Swain (1949) 34 Cal.2d 300, 304; In re Lindley

(1947) 29 Cal.2d 709, 723.)

S204365 BROWN (PHILIP EDWARD)
ON H.C.

The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See People v. Duvall (1995) 9 Cal.4th 464, 474;

In re Swain (1949) 34 Cal.2d 300, 304.)

S204370 BROWN (BRIAN LAMOUNT)
ON H.C.

The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See In re Robbins (1998) 18 Cal.4th 770, 780;

In re Clark (1993) 5 Cal.4th 750, 767-769; People v. Villa (2009) 45 Cal.4th 1063; In re Wessley

W. (1981) 125 Cal.App.3d 240, 246.)

S204377 QUANT (ARMANDO) ON
H.C.

The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See In re Clark (1993) 5 Cal.4th 750, 767-769;

People v. Villa (2009) 45 Cal.4th 1063; In re Wessley W. (1981) 125 Cal.App.3d 240, 246.)
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S204428 HER (DAVID) ON H.C.

The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See People v. Duvall (1995) 9 Cal.4th 464, 474;
In re Waltreus (1965) 62 Cal.2d 218, 225; In re Dixon (1953) 41 Cal.2d 756, 759; In re Swain
(1949) 34 Cal.2d 300, 304.)

S204486 KING (KEVIN W.) ON H.C.
The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See People v. Duvall (1995) 9 Cal.4th 464, 474;
In re Dexter (1979) 25 Cal.3d 921, 925-926; In re Swain (1949) 34 Cal.2d 300, 304.)

S204504 BENAVIDEZ (LEON
DAMIEN) ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S204527 ATKINS (GREGORY JAMAR)
ON H.C.

The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See People v. Duvall (1995) 9 Cal.4th 464, 474,

In re Swain (1949) 34 Cal.2d 300, 304.)

S204552 McCLUNG (TONY HARVEY)
ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S204574 GESSE (MARK E.) ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S204589 HENDERSON (SCOTT JOHN)
ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S204590 LASTER (MICHAEL J.) ON
H.C.

The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See In re Robbins (1998) 18 Cal.4th 770, 780;

In re Clark (1993) 5 Cal.4th 750, 767-769.)
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S204596 COLLINS (MICHAEL E.) ON
H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S204607 DELGADILLO
(HERCULANO) ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S204608 ROBLEDO (ADAM) ON H.C.
The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See People v. Duvall (1995) 9 Cal.4th 464, 474,
In re Swain (1949) 34 Cal.2d 300, 304.)

S204638 FLORES (ALBERTO) ON H.C.
The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See In re Robbins (1998) 18 Cal.4th 770, 780;
In re Clark (1993) 5 Cal.4th 750, 767-769.)

S204640 ASHENBRENNER
(RANDALL) ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S204642 MARTINEZ (RICHARD
LORENZO) ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S204646 ANDREWS, JR., (WILLIAM)
ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

5204648 GUTIERREZ (JOSE NAUN)
ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S204668 GREEN (DUPRIEST) ON H.C.
The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See In re Robbins (1998) 18 Cal.4th 770, 780;
In re Clark (1993) 5 Cal.4th 750, 797-798.)
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S204693 MEJIA (RICARDO) ON H.C.
The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See In re Dixon (1953) 41 Cal.2d 756, 759.)

S204699 CARLTON (JOHN) ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S204701 BAUMGAERTEL (DAVID
ALLEN) ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S204704 SALINAS (ANTONIO) ON
H.C.

The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See People v. Duvall (1995) 9 Cal.4th 464,

474.)

S204720 PHILLIPS (ERIC) ON HC.
The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See In re Robbins (1998) 18 Cal.4th 770, 780;
In re Dixon (1953) 41 Cal.2d 756, 759; In re Miller (1941) 17 Cal.2d 734, 735.)

S204721 B240437 Second Appellate District, Div. 4 FELIX (GERMAN SOTO) ON
H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S204736 LIGGINS (PHILLIP V.) ON
H.C.
The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See In re Miller (1941) 17 Cal.2d 734, 735.)

S204744 TORRES (JUAN MATIAS) ON
H.C.

The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See People v. Duvall (1995) 9 Cal.4th 464,

474.)
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S204749 ROBERTS (HOWARD LEE)
ON H.C.

The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See In re Robbins (1998) 18 Cal.4th 770, 780;

In re Clark (1993) 5 Cal.4th 750, 797-798; People v. Duvall (1995) 9 Cal.4th 464, 474; In re

Swain (1949) 34 Cal.2d 300, 304.)

S204750 LEMUS (VINCENT) ON H.C.
The petition for writ of habeas corpus is denied. (See In re Waltreus (1965) 62 Cal.2d 218, 225.)

S204751 REGO (TARVEY) ON H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S204768 GUARDADO (FELIPE) ON
H.C.
Petition for writ of habeas corpus denied

S205258 WILKINS (KEENAN) ON H.C.
The petition for writ of habeas corpus and request for stay of superior court proceedings are
denied.

S204687 C068076 Third Appellate District PADGETT-GODDEN
(ANGELA) v. GODDEN
(DAMON)

Publication request denied (case closed)

S205287 B230066 Second Appellate District, Div. 6 FREEMAN (JESSICA) v.
VISTA DE SANTA BARBARA
ASSOCIATES

Depublication request denied (case closed)

Baxter, J., was recused and did not participate.
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S025748 PEOPLE v. CASARES (JOSE
LUPERCIO)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General David A. Lowe’s representation

that he anticipates filing the respondent’s brief by December 18, 2012, counsel’s request for an

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to December 18, 2012. After that date, no

further extension is contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)

S062417 PEOPLE v. SILVERIA
(DANIEL TODD) & TRAVIS
(JOHN RAYMOND)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Senior Deputy State Public Defender John Fresquez’s

representation that he anticipates filing appellant Daniel Todd Silveria’s reply brief by mid to late

February 2013, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to

December 14, 2012. After that date, only one further extension totaling about 60 additional days

is contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(2)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)

S062417 PEOPLE v. SILVERIA
(DANIEL TODD) & TRAVIS
(JOHN RAYMOND)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Mark E. Cutler’s representation that he anticipates

filing appellant John Raymond Travis’s reply brief by mid-December 2012, counsel’s request for

an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to December 14, 2012. After that date,

no further extension is contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)
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S107653 PEOPLE v. CRAWFORD
(CHARLES EDWARD)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel David Joseph Macher’s representation that he

anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by February 11, 2013, counsel’s request for an

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to December 4, 2012. After that date, only

two further extensions totaling about 70 additional days are contemplated.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)

S120583 PEOPLE v. CAGE (MICKY
RAY)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Susan K. Massey’s representation that she

anticipates filing the appellant’s reply brief by December 10, 2012, counsel’s request for an

extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to December 10, 2012. After that date, no

further extension will be granted.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)

S130659 PEOPLE v. ARMSTRONG
(CRAIGEN LEWIS)

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Patricia A. Scott’s representation that she

anticipates filing the appellant’s opening brief by April 3, 2013, counsel’s request for an extension

of time in which to file that brief is granted to December 4, 2012. After that date, only two further

extensions totaling about 120 additional days will be granted.

An application to file an overlength brief must be served and filed no later than 60 days before the

anticipated filing date. (See Cal. Rules of Court, rule 8.631(d)(1)(A)(ii) & (B)(ii).)

S154365 PEOPLE v. DREWS (MARTIN
DEXTER)

Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

appellant’s opening brief is extended to December 17, 2012.
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S168204 PEOPLE v. MOSLEY (BARRY
WENDELL)

Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

appellant’s opening brief is extended to December 24, 2012.

S173875 RIGGS (BILLY RAY) ON H.C.
Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon Supervising Deputy Attorney General Holly D. Wilkens’s
representation that she anticipates filing the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas
corpus by July 12, 2013, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document
is granted to December 11, 2012. After that date, only four further extensions totaling about 215
additional days are contemplated.

S193534 WEAVER (LA TWON) ON
H.C.

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file the reply to the

informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is granted to December 24, 2012. The

court anticipates that after that date, only three further extensions totaling about 180 additional

days will be granted. Counsel is ordered to inform his or her assisting attorney or entity, if any,

and any assisting attorney or entity of any separate counsel of record, of this schedule, and to take

all steps necessary to meet it.

S197391 DOOLIN (KEITH ZON) ON
H.C.

Extension of time granted

Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Michael R. Levine’s representation that he

anticipates filing the reply to the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus by

December 28, 2012, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is

granted to December 28, 2012. After that date, no further extension will be granted.

S200443 SHEROW, SR., (TIMOTHY
WAYNE) ON H.C.

Extension of time granted

On application of petitioner and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

the reply to the informal response is extended to October 31, 2012.
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S201116 A131254 First Appellate District, Div. 4 BERKELEY HILLSIDE
PRESERVATION v. CITY OF
BERKELEY (LOGAN)

Extension of time granted

On application of appellants and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

the answer brief on the merits is extended to October 17, 2012.

S201186 B223181 Second Appellate District, Div. 1 PEOPLE v. SMITH (DEWONE
T)

Extension of time granted

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

the answer brief on the merits is extended to November 13, 2012.

S205517 D060923 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 1 ARABIA (JAMES R.) v. BAC
HOME LOANS SERVICING
LP

Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file

the reply to answer to petition for review is extended to October 30, 2012.

S194146 LAW (RONNIE) ON H.C.
Order filed

Petitioner’s application for an extension of time to file the supplemental reply brief is hereby
denied.

S204058 Van SON ON DISCIPLINE

Motion denied

The motion of the Chief Trial Counsel of the State Bar of California for the return of the pending

disciplinary recommendation in the above-entitled matter is denied. (Cal. Rules of Court, rule

9.14(a)(1) & (4); Rules Proc. of State Bar, rule 5.58(F).)

The court orders that CHRISTOPHER JOHN Van SON, State Bar Number 133440, is suspended

from the practice of law in California for two years, execution of that period of suspension is

stayed, and he is placed on probation for three years subject to the following conditions:

1. CHRISTOPHER JOHN Van SON is suspended from the practice of law for the first 18
months of probation and he will remain suspended until the following requirements is
satisfied:

I.  He must provide proof to the State Bar Court of his rehabilitation, fitness to practice
and learning and ability in the general law before his suspension will be terminated.
(Rules Proc. of State Bar, tit. IV, Stds. for Atty. Sanctions for Prof. Misconduct, std.
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1.4(c)(ii).)

2. CHRISTOPHER JOHN Van SON must comply with the other conditions of probation
recommended by the Hearing Department of the State Bar Court in its Order Approving
Stipulation filed on June 1, 2012.

3. At the expiration of the period of probation, if CHRISTOPHER JOHN Van SON has
complied with all conditions of probation, the two-year period of stayed suspension will be
satisfied and that suspension will be terminated.

CHRISTOPHER JOHN Van SON must also take and pass the Multistate Professional

Responsibility Examination during the period of his suspension and provide satisfactory proof of

such passage to the State Bar’s Office of Probation in Los Angeles within the same period.

Failure to do so may result in suspension. (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 9.10(b).)

CHRISTOPHER JOHN Van SON must also comply with California Rules of Court, rule 9.20,

and perform the acts specified in subdivisions (a) and (c) of that rule within 30 and 40 calendar

days, respectively, after the effective date of this order. Failure to do so may result in disbarment
or suspension.

Costs are awarded to the State Bar in accordance with Business and Professions Code section

6086.10 and are enforceable both as provided in Business and Professions Code section 6140.7

and as a money judgment. One-half of the costs must be paid with his membership fees for each

of the years 2013 and 2014. If CHRISTOPHER JOHN Van SON fails to pay any installment as
described above, or as may be modified by the State Bar Court, the remaining balance is due and
payable immediately.

S205259 ACCUSATION OF GARRETT
Petition denied (accusation)
S203409 ARTZ ON DISCIPLINE

Petition for writ of review denied; disbarred

The motion to strike the State Bar’s brief is denied.

The petition for writ of review is denied.

The court orders that JAEFFREY JACK ARTZ, State Bar number 163141, is disbarred from the
practice of law in California and that his name is stricken from the roll of attorneys.

Costs are awarded to the State Bar in accordance with Business and Professions Code section
6086.10 and are enforceable both as provided in Business and Professions Code section 6140.7
and as a money judgment.
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S204604 NOGALES ON DISCIPLINE

Recommended discipline imposed: disbarred

The court orders that FRANCISCO SALAZAR NOGALES, State Bar Number 212819, is

disbarred from the practice of law in California and that his name is stricken from the roll of

attorneys.

FRANCISCO SALAZAR NOGALES must make restitution to the following payees:

(1) Francisco P. Cano in the amount of $1,800 plus 10 percent interest per year from
January 28, 2010;

(2)  Francisco P. Cano in the amount of $5,000 plus 10 percent interest per year from June 25,
2010;

(3)  Francisco P. Cano in the amount of $3,700 plus 10 percent interest per year from July 27,
2010;

(4)  Indelicio Hernandez in the amount of $3,600 plus 10 percent interest per year from
November 21, 2009;

(5)  Indelicio Hernandez in the amount of $6,400 plus 10 percent interest per year from
March 22, 2010;

(6) leana D. Markham in the amount of $2,000 plus 10 percent interest per year from
January 16, 2010;

(7)  lleana D. Markham in the amount of $1,800 plus 10 percent interest per year from
February 1, 2010;

FRANCISCO SALAZAR NOGALES must pay restitution no later than one year from the

effective date of this order. Any restitution owed to the Client Security Fund is enforceable as

provided in Business and Professions Code section 6140.5, subdivisions (c) and (d).

FRANCISCO SALAZAR NOGALES must also comply with California Rules of Court, rule

9.20, and perform the acts specified in subdivisions (a) and (c) of that rule within 30 and 40

calendar days, respectively, after the effective date of this order.

Costs are awarded to the State Bar in accordance with Business and Professions Code section

6086.10 and are enforceable both as provided in Business and Professions Code section 6140.7

and as a money judgment.

S204605 SMITH ON DISCIPLINE

Recommended discipline imposed

The court orders that LORI SMITH, State Bar Number 196156, is suspended from the practice of

law in California for one year, execution of that period of suspension is stayed, and she is placed

on probation for two years subject to the following conditions:

1. LORI SMITH is suspended from the practice of law for the first 30 days of probation;

2. LORI SMITH must comply with the other conditions of probation recommended by the
Hearing Department of the State Bar Court in its Order Approving Stipulation filed on
June 6, 2012; and

3. At the expiration of the period of probation, if LORI SMITH has complied with all
conditions of probation, the one-year period of stayed suspension will be satisfied and that
suspension will be terminated.
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Costs are awarded to the State Bar in accordance with Business and Professions Code section
6086.10 and are enforceable both as provided in Business and Professions Code section 6140.7
and as a money judgment. One-half of the costs must be paid with her membership fees for each
of the years 2013 and 2014. If LORI SMITH fails to pay any installment as described above, or
as may be modified by the State Bar Court, the remaining balance is due and payable
immediately.

S204611 PINES ON DISCIPLINE
Recommended discipline imposed: disbarred

The court orders that MICHAEL T. PINES, State Bar Number 77771, is disbarred from the
practice of law in California and that his name is stricken from the roll of attorneys.

MICHAEL T. PINES s must also comply with California Rules of Court, rule 9.20, and perform
the acts specified in subdivisions (a) and (c) of that rule within 30 and 40 calendar days,
respectively, after the effective date of this order.

Costs are awarded to the State Bar in accordance with Business and Professions Code section
6086.10 and are enforceable both as provided in Business and Professions Code section 6140.7
and as a money judgment.

S204614 SINGH ON DISCIPLINE

Recommended discipline imposed

The court orders that KULVINDER SINGH, State Bar Number 182109, is suspended from the

practice of law in California for one year, execution of that period of suspension is stayed, and he

is placed on probation for two years subject to the following conditions:

1. KULVINDER SINGH is suspended from the practice of law for the first thirty days of
probation;

2.  KULVINDER SINGH must comply with the other conditions of probation recommended by
the Hearing Department of the State Bar Court in its Order Approving Stipulation filed on
March 27, 2012; and

3. At the expiration of the period of probation, if KULVINDER SINGH has complied with all
conditions of probation, the one-year period of stayed suspension will be satisfied and that
suspension will be terminated.

KULVINDER SINGH must also take and pass the Multistate Professional Responsibility

Examination within one year after the effective date of this order and provide satisfactory proof of

such passage to the State Bar’s Office of Probation in Los Angeles within the same period.

Failure to do so may result in suspension. (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 9.10(b).)

Costs are awarded to the State Bar in accordance with Business and Professions Code section

6086.10 and are enforceable both as provided in Business and Professions Code section 6140.7

and as a money judgment. One-half of the costs must be paid with his membership fees for each

of the years 2013 and 2014. If KULVINDER SINGH fails to pay any installment as described
above, or as may be modified by the State Bar Court, the remaining balance is due and payable
immediately.
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S204618 CROSBY ON DISCIPLINE

Recommended discipline imposed

The court orders that MICHAEL HOWARD CROSBY, State Bar Number 125778, is suspended

from the practice of law in California for one year, execution of that period of suspension is

stayed, and he is placed on probation for one year subject to the following conditions:

1. MICHAEL HOWARD CROSBY must comply with the conditions of probation
recommended by the Hearing Department of the State Bar Court in its Decision filed on
June 1, 2012; and

2. At the expiration of the period of probation, if MICHAEL HOWARD CROSBY has
complied with the terms of probation, the one-year period of stayed suspension will be
satisfied and that suspension will be terminated.

MICHAEL HOWARD CROSBY must also take and pass the Multistate Professional

Responsibility Examination within one year after the effective date of this order and provide

satisfactory proof of such passage to the State Bar’s Office of Probation within the same period.

Failure to do so may result in suspension. (Cal. Rules of Court, rule 9.10(b).)

Costs are awarded to the State Bar in accordance with Business and Professions Code section

6086.10 and are enforceable both as provided in Business and Professions Code section 6140.7

and as a money judgment.

S204621 DUCHANIN ON DISCIPLINE
Recommended discipline imposed: disbarred

The court orders that DANIEL DUCHANIN, State Bar Number 189983, is disbarred from the
practice of law in California and that his name is stricken from the roll of attorneys.

DANIEL DUCHANIN must also comply with California Rules of Court, rule 9.20, and perform
the acts specified in subdivisions (a) and (c) of that rule within 30 and 40 calendar days,
respectively, after the effective date of this order.

Costs are awarded to the State Bar in accordance with Business and Professions Code section
6086.10 and are enforceable both as provided in Business and Professions Code section 6140.7
and as a money judgment.

S204624 BAYARD ON DISCIPLINE

Recommended discipline imposed

The court orders that THOMAS JAMES BAYARD, State Bar Number 226247, is suspended

from the practice of law in California for two years, execution of that period of suspension is

stayed, and he is placed on probation for four years subject to the following conditions:

1. THOMAS JAMES BAYARD is suspended from the practice of law for the first 60 days of
probation;

2. THOMAS JAMES BAYARD must comply with the other conditions of probation
recommended by the Hearing Department of the State Bar Court in its Order Approving
Stipulation filed on June 21, 2012; and

3. At the expiration of the period of probation, if THOMAS JAMES BAYARD has complied
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with all conditions of probation, the two-year period of stayed suspension will be satisfied
and that suspension will be terminated.
Costs are awarded to the State Bar in accordance with Business and Professions Code section
6086.10 and are enforceable both as provided in Business and Professions Code section 6140.7
and as a money judgment.

S204625 BRUBAKER ON DISCIPLINE

Recommended discipline imposed

The court orders that RICHARD ALAN BRUBAKER, State Bar Number 134130, is suspended

from the practice of law in California for two years, execution of that period of suspension is

stayed, and he is placed on probation for two years subject to the following conditions:

1. RICHARD ALAN BRUBAKER is suspended from the practice of law for the first nine
months of probation (with credit given for inactive enroliment, which was effective June 18,
2010, through April 28, 2011 (Bus. & Prof. Code, § 6233)).

2. RICHARD ALAN BRUBAKER must comply with the other conditions of probation
recommended by the Hearing Department of the State Bar Court in its Decision filed on
June 26, 2012.

3. At the expiration of the period of probation, if RICHARD ALAN BRUBAKER has
complied with all conditions of probation, the two-year period of stayed suspension will be
satisfied and that suspension will be terminated.

Costs are awarded to the State Bar in accordance with Business and Professions Code section

6086.10 and are enforceable both as provided in Business and Professions Code section 6140.7

and as a money judgment. Costs must be paid with his membership fees for the year 2013. If

RICHARD ALAN BRUBAKER fails to pay any installment as described above, or as may be

modified by the State Bar Court, the remaining balance is due and payable immediately.

BAR MISC. 4186 IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF THE COMMITTEE
OF BAR EXAMINERS OF THE STATE BAR OF CALIFORNIA
FOR ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS (MOTION NO. 1,049)

The written motion of the Committee of Bar Examiners that the following named applicants, who

have fulfilled the requirements for admission to practice law in the State of California, be

admitted to the practice of law in this state is hereby granted, with permission to the applicants to

take the oath before a competent officer at another time and place:

(SEE ORIGINAL APPLICATION FOR THE LIST OF NAMES ATTACHED.)






